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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .126 which requires 

■ 

the original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When 
claims are canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims 
are presented, they must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next 
following the highest numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 
Misn umbered claims 63-1 16 been renumbered as 66-119. 



Rejection Withdrawn 

1 . Claim1-1 1 , 13-21 , 23-30 and 32-65 are provisionally rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 1-35 of copending Application No. 1 1/079953 made in the last Office Action has 
been withdrawn in view of the amendment filed on 12/12/2006. 

Allowable Subject Matter Withdrawn 

2. Claims 3, 9, 18, 28, 37, 50, 58 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable, has been withdrawn in view of the newly 
uncovered prior art of TELLIER (3788881) as applied hereinbelow. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to new claims 66-1 19 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 66-69, 73-76, 80-83, 88, 90-91, 95-98, 101-103, 105-106, 110-113 and 
117-118 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tellier 
(3788881). 

Tellier (for claims 66, 68) relates to a method comprising the steps of providing at least 
one sheet of flexible, laminated polymeric material (col. 1, lines 32-40) having an upper 
surface and a lower surface, wherein at least a portion of one of the upper and lower 
surfaces of the at least one sheet of laminated polymeric material is modified to provide 
such surface with a matte finish (col. 1, lines 52-57) wherein the matte finish is provided 
by printing with a matted ink or lacquering with a matted lacquer (col. 1, lines 52-57), the 
sheet of laminated polymeric material (col. 2, line 40 teaches that both surfaces of the 
polymeric material is coated with polymeric material, one of said coated layer will form 
the laminate with the polymeric sheet material) comprising: at least one sheet of 
polymeric material; and at least one sheet of material laminated to one surface of the 
sheet of polymeric material, the at least one sheet of material being selected from 
the group consisting of a polymeric film (col. 2, line 40), a substantially water 
impervious polymeric film, paper, a metallized foil and combinations thereof; 
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However, Tellier fails to teach the step of selling and delivering the at least one sheet of 
laminated polymeric material to a customer. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Tellier by providing the step of selling and delivering the 
sheet to a customer in order for it to be used such as a decorative material. 
The phrase "wherein the customer wraps the sheet... matte finish" in claims 39-42, 
60-61 has not been given any patentable weight because it is not directed to a step of 
the method. 

For claims 67 and 69, Tellier also teaches at least one sheet of polymeric material (col. 
1 , lines 32-40). 

* 

For claims 73, 80, 87, 91 , 95, 98, 1036 1 10, 1 13, 1 17: the sheet is further provided with 
a printed pattern such as with ink. 

For claims 74, 81, 88, 96, 102, 111, 118: the surface is treated with a bonding material 

(col. 2, lines 42-47) which enhances adherence to the surface. 

Regarding claims 75, 82, 90, 97, 103, 105, 1 12: the sheet, in Tellier, is provided with a 

matte finish portion and a portion that has acrylic heat sealable lacquer (col. 2, lines 27- 

34). 

For claim 76, 83: the matte finish is formed by lacquering. 

6. Claims 70-72, 77-79, 84-87, 89, 92-94, 96-98, 104, 107-109, 114-116, 119 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tellier in view of Magid. 
Tellier, as discussed above, fails to teach that the sheet is formed into a roll or a pad. 
Magid discloses a sheet material wherein the polymeric material can include a plurality 
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of sheets (11, 12) formed into a roll of material (figure- 1 ) or a pad ((figures 4-6) for 
facilitating storage and transportation. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to utilize Magid's teaching of proving the polymeric sheet 
material in a roll or pad form in the invention of Tellier with the motivation for facilitating 
storage and transportation of the sheet material. 

For claim 69, one of the layers can be a foam (12, expanded layer) having a thickness 
as that of the plastic sheet (11), that is between 0.25 to 30 mils (col. 3, lines 5-10). 
For claim 86, the sheets can be bonded with adhesive, which has its own color. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nasser Ahmad whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1487. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM, and on alternate 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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